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HE Plan of the following Sheets was laid 
during the Time that the late unnatural Re- 
bellion raged with the greateſt Fury, and my 
Dq rn was io have publiſhed them then, but I 
was interrupted till the Rebellion was happily extin- 
guiſtied upon the memorable 16th of April, and then 
ſudged it, as many may now, 2 eſpecially 
as the Occaſion naturally inſpired me with Sentiments, 
that would now be thought too bitter againſt thoſe in- 
fatuated Men, who wickedly were engaged in it. 

It may be aſked what is my Motive in publiſhing it 
now, when I ſeem to own that it is in a Manner, a 
Poſthumous Tra, ſent abroad when the Tranſaftions 
which occafioned it are, in a Manner, forgot ? 

I both hope and wiſb, with the greateſt Ardour, 
that there never may happen another Rebellion, or ever 
be any Occaſion to publiſh Writings of this Sort to per- 
ſuade People to their Duty. f 

But though the Rebellion be cruſhed, the Seeds aud 
Principles thereof, are yet alive in the Minds of too 
many, and will, if ever an Opportunity offer, diſcover 
themſelves in diſturbing this Nation and Government: 
To prevent this, and eradicate the fatal Principle 
therein attacked, is the Deſign of this Treatiſe, which 
ig now as ſeaſonable as ever, How I have managed the 
Argument, muſt be left to the Determination of the 


Tudicious. 
A 2 1 have 
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I baue PA Notice of a Pampblet lately pub hed 
upon this Subject, and the Reader will ſee that I have 
duns the Author Juſtice, not only in acknowledging | 
' the Merit of his Performance, but likewiſe in droping © 
the Subject where He had taken it up, and avoiding all 
Suſpicion of Pyrating from him. 
I muſt likewiſe defire the Reader to take Notice, that 
as the Reaſoning, as I have handled the Subject, is 
ſometimes very abſtrafted, the force and conclufrueneſs 
of the Arguments may not appear at firſt Sight; but this 
the learned Reader will quickly be ſenſible of, though I 
hope upon the Whole, they will . well n 
and I dare ſay concluſtve. 
PRE have only farther to add, that I am in no Pain 
about the Treatment I may meet with, for publifhing 
my Thoughts upon this Subjet: I know I ſhall be 
treated as a Republican, and Enemy to monarchial Go- 
verument; but as I have ſtrifily adhered to the Prin- 


LY ciples of Nane, J am glad to find, that 1 fall in 


with the Revolution Principles, which I look upon to 
be the Baſis of Britiſh Liberty, and agreeable to Na- 
and the unalterable Reaſon 7 Things. 


THE 
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| Hereditary Right, not 
Indefeaſible, &c. 


HAT there is the ſtricteſt Analogy be- 
twixt the Body Natural and Body Politic, 
is a very common and no leſs true Obſerva- 
tion; wid this Analogy holds in the Riſe, Progreſs, 
Criſis, and Cure of Diſeaſes incident to both; in a 
true Knowledge of which, with all their various 
Cauſes, Symptoms and Conſequences, conſiſts the 
Skill of the Phyfician. 
To carry on the Similitude, the learned Phyſi- 
cian, after having by the Application of proper 
Remedies, removed the preſent Malignity of the 
Diſeaſe, employs his next Care in preſcribing a pro- 
per Regimen to hinder its Return, and to era- 
dicate, if poſſible, the morbific Principles which 
cauſed it : The Application of this to the Body Po- 
litic is obvious; civil Commotions are its Diſeaſes, 
which, according to their different Natures, are 
more or leſs dangerous, and therefore the Province 
of the Political Phyſician, is, after the Diſtemper, 
by proper Applications, is thrown off, throughly 
to ſearch into the latent Springs of the Diſcaſe, and 
by proper Remedies to endeavour to prevent a Re- 
lapſe, probing to the Bottom, and extinguiſhing 
the very Seeds from which it ſprung, 
3 The late unnatural Rebellion, to purſue our Al- 
legory, was a Political Dilorder, which appeared 
| : "2 with 


„ 
with the moſt dreadful Symptoms; Symptoms that 
threatened no leſs than a Diſſolution of the whole 
Fabric. The Diſeaſe proceeded, and, for a while, 

gathered daily new Strength, till an effectual Speci- 
fic, adminiſtred, under God, by the Royal Practi- 
tioner juſt at the Criſis, not only ſtopped the Ma- 
lgnity, but has, by degrees, me the Con- 
3 to its former vigorous and healthful Con- 

„„ | 5 

But though Health be in a very great Meaſure 
reſtored, yet, I am afraid, the Seeds of the Diſeaſe 
are not quite deſtroyed, and therefore I perſuade 
myſelf, that any Endeavours aimed that way, will 
be favourably received by all who wiſh well to the 
public Good; for if it was poſſible, once to remove 
the Cauſe, the Effect would 6 eaſe; in plain Words, | 
if the Minds of Men were freed from their Preju- | 
dices, we might ſoon hope to ſee all Party Diſtinc-- 
tion ſwallowed up, all Intereſts united in that of 
the Community, which are thoſe of Religion, Li- 
berty, and promoting the Grandeur and Trade of 
the Nation. Os ee e,, 
This is indeed an Event rather to be wiſhed than | 
hoped for, but as ſuch an Event would render this 
dur Country compleatly happy, it is the Concern, 
nay, indiſpenſible Duty of every Well-wiſher to his 
Country, to exert his utmoſt Endeavours for pro- 
moting this laudable Deſign ; and therefore this be- 
ing my only Motive in writing and publiſhing this 
Tract, I ſhall earneſtly defire the Attention of all 
Parties to what is therein contained, and ſhall, with 
the utmoſt Impartiality, conſider their Objections 


to and Animadverſions upon my Arguments, either 


in a publick or private Way. I likewiſe hope to 
make it appear, in the Courſe of this Piece, that T 
am not biaſſed by Prejudice, or ſlaviſhly bigotted 
to any Sett of Opinions, that I am an Enemy to no 
Man's Perſon, nor any farther to his TROY 
: | | than 
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than they are inconſiſtent with the Good of So- 


ciety 7. 
I ſhall now, without any farther Preface, lay be- 


fore the Reader a brief Plan of my Deſign. 


The Notion of unalterable indefeaſible Heredi- 
tary Right, has been a Rock, upon which many 


otherwiſe great, good and honeſt Men have ſplit 
ſince the Revolution. 


This Principle till ſubſiſts in the Minds of too 
many, and will no doubt ſhew itſelf when a fit 
Opportunity offers; and therefore ſhould be attacked 
by all the Force of. Arguments; and, in order to era- 
dicate it from Men's Minds, expoſed i in its naked 
Colours, with all its abſurd and deſtructive Con- 
ſequences. 

And rhough lo be no Hopes of prevailing 
with thoſe whoſe Prejudices have been early em- 
bibed, and are now ſo ſtrongly rooted, as to render 
them obſtinately inflexible ; yet it may be poſſible 
to reclaim ſome who have been of late influenced 


by Power and Example, or ſeduced by the Craft 
and Dexterity of deſigning Men. 


In order to accompliſh this laudable Deſign, and 
lay before the Eyes of my Fellow-Subjects and 
Countrymen, the weak Foundations of that pre- 
tended Right lately made uſe of to diſturb and 
overthrow the preſent Government, and to convince 
them of the Reaſonableneſs as well as Legality of 


the preſent Government, I ſhall endeavour, by un- 


deniable and concluſive Arguments, to prove, that 
Hereditary Right, taken in the Senſe of the Ja- 
cobites, has no Foundation either as a Law of Na- 


ture, or moral Obligation; nor from revealed Re- 


ligion; but is inconſiſtent with the fundamental 


Rights of Society, and highly injurious to the 


Wiſdom, Juſtice and Goodneſs of God. 
And then I ſhall briefly mention ſuch Conſequen- 


ces as may be fairly deduced from the Argument, 


and 


| „ 
and tpphckble to the Britiſh Conſtitution: The 
firſt Thing neceſſary, will be to ſtate the Nation 
of Hereditary Right according to the Jacobites,, 
who define it thus: A Right to the Government 
of any Nation or Kingdom, granted by God, and 
irrevocably ſettled upon the Deſcendants of one Fa- 


mily, in Conſequence of which the People can 


never alter it; and that all Attempts by them made 
to reſiſt the Prince upon any Account, are abſo- 
lately unlawful. | 

This Claim I am now to combate, and AY 
vour to overthrow. But before I proceed, I muſt 
lay down ſome natural Maxims aſſented to by all 
Parties. 

I. That there is an etethul and unalterable Dif- 
ference between Moral Good and Evil, Right and | 
Wrong. | 

II. That hors are fundamental Rights of So- 
ciety, and Laws of Nature, without the Obſervation 
of which, Government or Society cannot ſubſiſt. 

III. That whoever invades and violates theſe na- 
tural Rights, or attempts fo to do unjuſtly and un- 


provokedly, is a great Criminal, and paniſhable by | 


the Laws of the Society. | 
IV. That all Government is or ought to be for 


the good of the Governed, the Safety of the People 


being the ſupreme Law. | 

In order to lay a firm ee for our Argu- 
ment, I ſhall aſcertain ſome eſſential Properties of 
natural Laws and moral Obligations, by which we 
may try and judge whether they be ſuch or not. 
Hlirſt, They muſt be the natural and free Senti- 
ments of the Mind (not the Effect of Education) 
and inſeparable from the human Soul. 

The Prejudices imbibed by Education, have ſo 
very great an influence upon the Mind, that they 
make the moſt abſurd Opinions paſs for undeniable 


Truths; and therefore I again aſſert, that no im- 
bibed 


* 


„ 4 
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7 Univerſal, and abſolutely Neceſſarh 
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bibed Notions ought to be looked upon as Laws of 


Nature, or moral Obligations, unleſs they have a 


manifeſt Agreement with the uncorrupted, aq 


Jadiced Dictates of the human Mind. 


Secondly, Theſe Laws of Nature muſt be 1 to 


erery, the meaneſt Capacity, as far as they reſpect 


the Being of Society and its Preſervation, as well as' 
that of Individuals: This Property excludes all con- 


troverted and doubtful Points which are above the. 
common Capacities of Mankind, otherwiſe the 


oreateſt Part of reaſonable Creatures mult be igno- 
rant of what is abſolutely neceſſary for ſupporting 


their Being, which is abſurd to ſuppoſe, 


Thirdly, The Laws of Nature, Sc. muſt be uni- 
verſally aſſented to by all Men, in all Places and 
Times: This diſtinguiſhes them from particular 
Laws made by any particular Society. 

To ſuppoſe otherwiſe, would be to aſſert, that 
one half ary Men are deprived of the common Ad- 


p vantages of Humanity, and left i in a worſe Condi- 


tion than the Brutes. 
Laftly, Theſe Laws muſt be abſolutely neceſ- 
fary ; that is, they muſt be ſuch as are interwoven 


and inſeparably connected with the very Being of 


Society, and without the Obſervation of which it 
cannot ſubſiſt. 

By theſe Properties it will be ealy t to try what 
may be juſtly called a Law of Nature, and moral 


= 0 igation. To proceed to the Trial. 


Self-Defence and Self-Preſervation are by all ac- 


9 knowledged to be primary Laws of Nature, not 


only leading Principles in Man, but common to 
every animated Being: All the eſſential Properties 
abovementioned, do here ſhew themſelves in the 
ſtrongeſt Light; Inſtinct, as well ; Reaſon, points 
them out. The Senſe and Pri of them is 


as well for the 
Preſervation 


Tons? 


"4 Preſervation of all Animals, as for the very Bring + 


of Society. | - | 
Next to this, we may juſtly reckon the Love of 


Society.: : That Society is the Voice of Nature, 13 
= from Experience and Obſervation z and it is no 

is plain that this Deſire is underſtood and aſſented 
to by all, even Children; and Beaſts ſeem to be 
led to that by Inſtinct, which Men, by the help of 
Reaſon, look upon as a Thing fo agreeable to their 
Nature. The Univerſality of this Deſire is abun- 
_ .dantly evident from the Practice of all Ages, Places 
and Perſons; the moſt barbarous Species of Men that 
ever were diſcovered, have ſtill given undeniable 
Inſtances of this, in being always found i in the Prac- 
tice of this Law of Nature. 

Its Neceſſity appears at firſt View: Man is formed 
with Paſſions and Affections for Society, and as theſe 
are ſuch as cannot poſſibly be gratified out of it, he 
muſt be the moſt miſerable of all created. Beings, if 
deprived of thoſe Satisfactions which are to be found 
in Society. The all-wiſe Author of Nature has 
likewiſe ordered it ſo, that not only Inclination, but 
Intereſt ſhould be the Bond of Society, and that no 
Individual by himſelf can be happy. The Wants 

of Humanity are ſuch, ſo great the Inability of One 
of the Species to ſupport himſelf, by himſelf, that I 
know not-how to admire the Goodneſs of God, in 
thus ſtrictly connecting the Gratifications of our Na- 
ture, with our ſocial Obligations. Conſider Man 
as à ſolitary Being, and you can ſcarce ſee any 
Thing more unhappy; look upon him as a Mem- 
ber of Society, and how ſublime a Happineſs is he 
capable of? From hence it will naturally follow, 
that the fundamental Rights, and reciprocal Duties 
of Society, ſuch as mutual Jaſtice, mutual Defence, 
and mutual Offices of Benevolence, are Laws of 
Nature and moral Obligations in the ſtricteſt Senſe, 
They are che conſtant * of ee Rea- 
ſon 3 
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ſon ; they may receive idditional Strength; but not- 

Being, from Education; they are plain and obvious 
to all, and the Difficulty lies more in miſtaking and 

confounding, than in perceiving my emp 
and even in practiſing them. 

They are univerſally owned, if not practiſed, by 
all Men, in all Ages; and though there have been, 
and ſtill will be unnatural Deviations from them, yet 
this no more deſtroys their eee than their 
Being and Uſe. 

Th he Neceſſity of them is abſolute, they are e 
Baſis of Society, the only Support of all human 
Commerce; the breaking through them endangers, 
diſturbs and unhinges Society, and the total Neg- 

lect of them diſſolves it. 

Some have queſtioned, whether Government may 
juſtly be called a Law of Nature; a moral Obliga - 
tion it cannot; for nothing is to me plainer, than 
that any Sgciety of Men have full Power to refuſe 
putting themſelves under the * of any Per- 
ſon or Perſons. 

But as Government, to any reaſonable Mind, 
muſt appear abſolutely neceſſary for the Preſervation 
of Society; we may ſafely admit it to be of di- 
vine Original, which is the ſame as to call it a Law 
of Nature. 

Men, though FORDE into n could never 
have enjoy*d in any Meaſure, the Benefits thereof 
without Government, by reaſon their natural 
Corruption, Ambition, Avarice, Revenge, and 
all theſe unruly Paſſions that diſturb human Nature, 
broke in, like an impetuous Flood, and deſtroyed, 
if not the Being, yet the Well-Being of Society: 
What was to be done? Muſt Society, from which 
Men reaped innumerable Benefits, be diſſolved? 
No The benign Author of Being: inſpires Men 
with the Thoughts of making Laws to ſecure them - 


ſelves: Theſe too were ſoon found inſignificant 
B 2 without 
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without Power to enforce them; but the ſame 
beneficent Father of all ſuggeſts Government, 
which from this claims a divine Original: Society 
could not ſubſiſt without it, and therefore the De- 
ſign of it muſt be the Protection and Defence of the 
Governed, and their indiſputable: Duty, Obedience 
and Submiſſion. | 
Having ſo far cleared the Way, and laid down 
ſome incontrovertible Maxims, and explained the 
Nature of moral Obligation with reſpect to Society 
and Government, I ſhall, in purſuance of my Argu- 
ment, bring to the T eſt this pretended divine 
Right, and ſee if it has any Foundation as a Law , 
of Nature, or moral Obligation. fr 
Is it the Voice of . e 
Reaſon and Nature, that the Deſcendants of the 
ſame Family ſhould be inveſted with a Right to go- 
vern Mankind, even againſt, not only their Wills, 
but their Intereſt? That no Injuries, no Oppref-- 
ſrons, no Rapines or Cruelties, can be of force to 
diſſolve the Obligation on the Side of the Governed, 
but they muſt, with Patience bear, and be like a 
Herd of Cattle, whom their Maſter may make 
Beaſts of Burden, kill, devour and deſtroy at Plea- 
ſure, and they ſtill be as mute as kel not 
daring to ſay, what doeſt thou ? . 
How ſhocking to Nature and right Reaſon 3 is it 
to ſuppoſe thatſuch a Power can have any Founda- 
tion, or can be binding on reaſonable Creatures? 
Is not the Voice of Nature the Reverſe? Does 
not the very Idea of the firſt Inſtitution and End of 
Government, declare it to be for the Benefit of 
the Governed? And does it not follow, by the fame 
unalterable Law of Reaſon, that where this End is 
not only not purſued; but even perverted, and that 
which was deſigned for the Good of Mankind, 
—— to their Plague and Deſtruction, that there 
che Obligation on thelp * — unleſs * =_ 
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deſert themſelves, and, as ſhall be taken Notice of 
afterwards, neglect the great Law of all animated 
Beings, namely, Self-preſervation? 

But farther ; Is this a Principle plain and eaſy to 
be underſtood ? Or is it not rather the moſt mon- 
ſtrouſly and abſurdly unintelligible? That Govern- 
ment ĩs of a divine Original, or, which is the ſame, 
is indiſpenſibly neceſſary for the Preſervation. of 
Society, is readily granted, and upon the leaſt Con- 
ſideration unprejudiced Reaſon will aſſent to it; but 
that the greateſt Part of reaſonable and intelligent 
Creatures are, by an unalterable Law, to be Slaves 
to a few, and that the lineal indefealible Hereditary 
Right of Tyrants, to enſlave and haraſs Mankind 
is a Law of Nature, an indiſpenſible moral Obliga- 
tion, is ſuch a Contradiction to common Senſe, that 
in my Opinion, Tranſubſtantiation itſelf can ſcarce 
be reckoned a Doctrine more 1 impious or ri- 
diculous. 

Beſides this Claim involves in it ſuch inextrica- 
ble Difficulties, in endeavouring to aſcertain its 
Extent, Sc. as renders it utterly impoſſible for one 
half of Mankind to underſtand it; which muſt be 
a ſufficient Reaſon to reject it, as having no Founda- 
tion in the Nature of Things. This will appear 
plainer in the further Proſecution of this Argument. 
But perhaps this Doctrine may, in the Opinion of 
ſome, have a conſiderable Weight from its Uni- 
verſality; Hereditary Right, lay they, has obtained 
more than any other Kind. 

It would take up too much Time entirely to dif. 
cuſs this Point; only let it be obſerved, that its 
Univerſality can never be proved to have extended 
to all Times, Places and Nations; otherwiſe the 
ſame Government would not in this Age have been 
Monarchy, in the next Ariſtocracy, &c. Kingdoms 
have been changed into Republicks, and theſe again 
into 5 3 the Government of the fame Na- 
0 tion 


tion or Kingdom . Fran a from one Fas 
mily to another, and from that to a Third. 
That theſe Things are true, Hiſtory abundantly te- 
ſtiſies, and if they be, where is this boaſted Univer- 
Glity? If any ſhould here object that theſe Changes 
do not deſtroy a poſitive Law, and that they were 
all Uſurpations, and had no other Right than Force, 
this is only affirming without proving, and tak- 
ing that for granted which is denied; for as it is 
already ſhewn, that this Claim has no Foundation 
in right Reaſon and the Nature of Things, nay, is 
contradictory to both, it never can be admitted to 
be univerſal, unleſs it had obtained in all Ages and 
Places ſo far as to have been the univerſal Senſe of 
the People, though ſometimes obſtructed by Force. 
This, I am ſure, can never be proved; and though 
we grant that ſome, even moſt of the Changes that 
have happened in Government, have been brought 
about by Force, or other indirect Means, yet this 
Conceſſion cannot give our Adverſaries any con- 
ſiderable Advantage; becauſe they cannot, without 
confounding themſelves, maintain that no Change of 
Government is lawful, or that the Right deer 
founded, can never be legitimate. 

I ſhall, before I finiſh this Diſcourſe, ſhew into 
what an inextricable Dilemma the Advocates for He- 
reditary Right, bring themſelves in this Caſe; and 
ſhall here mention an Example, in order to ſhew 
that one Sort of Government may be changed for 
another without the Charge of Uſurpation. 
The Romans were at firſt governed by Kings, tho 
their Right of Succeſſion was not ſtrictly Hereditary, 
nor can the Qyeſtion be determined, becauſe the firſt 
four at leaſt died without Iſſue, or near Relations, 
as far as Hiſtory informs us. Tarquin, the laſt in- 
deed, by the Murder of his Father in Law, and 
ſome other Acts of Injuſtice and Cruelty, had got 
the Kingdom, and endeavoured to make it Heredi- 

tary 3 
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hs which Reaſons he became juſtly and uni- 
# 8 hated by his Subjects, who ſoon found an 
. man to ſhake off his oke. h 

His: Son, and deſigned Succeſſor, cominizend A 
Rape upon a Roman Lady of the firſt Quality, and 
thereupon the whole Family were baniſhed, and for 
ever excluded; the Form of Government changed; ; 
and the State new-modelled : And their beſt Hi- 
ſtorians aſſure us that their Grandeur afterwards 
was entirely owing to this Change of Government. 


Tu is was confirmed by Experience; for this State, 


from an inſignificant Territory, became formidable 
to their Neighbours, and Miſtreſs of the World. 

Here we ſee the Government of a Nation, by the 
Conſent of the People, changed, and the State there- 
by raiſed to the higheſt Pitch of Grandeur. Is there 
not from hence an irrefragable Argument againſt 
the Univerſality of Hereditary Right? Is it not 
plain from this Inſtance, that though Government 
be of divine Original, no particular Form thereof 
can be proved to be ſo? But that Monarchy, Ari- 
ſtocracy, or any other Species thereof, is entituled 
to the divine Protection, and juſtly claims the Obe- 

_—_ of the ns | 


| the Forms of Governnuns 17 Fools conteſt, 
In dale er is beſt adminifired i is beſt, 


Popz's Eſſay on Man. 


But perhaps 3 Right may recommend 
itſelf by the Uſefulneſs thereof to Society; a Point 
which its Advocates ſtrenuouſly endeavour to prove, 
by magnifying thoſe imaginary Inconveniencies that 

ariſe. from other. Forms; but that this can never 
' ariſe from its own FR, will be plaia from the 

following W | 5 
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I Courage, Humanity and all other Qualities 
neceſſary to form the Character of a good Prince and 
Father of his Country, were to deſcend from Father 
to Son, Hereditary Right would be inſeparable from 
the Happineſs of Society, and to preſerve it entire, 
a Moral and indiſpenſible Duty: But as it is in the 
Power of no Man to tranſmit his Virtues to his Po- 
ſterity, and as the beſt King may have the moſt 
yrannical and wicked Son and Succeſſor, it muſt 
be granted, by the fourth general Maxim, that 
Hereditary Right is _— no means calculated for the 
Happineſs of Society, but the contrary. _ 

And as I have undertaken to prove not only that 
this Right is chimerical, and without any ſolid 
Foundation as a Law of Nature, but that it is dia- 
. metrically. oppoſite to the fundamental Rights of 
Nature and Society; I ſhall now proceed to the re- 
maining Part of the Argument. 

If we allow Hereditary Right unalterable upon: 

Account, we deprive reaſonable Creatures of 
| — Benefit of the firſt and greateſt Laws of Nature, 
Self. defence and Self. preſervation; and that this is no 
ſtrained or forced Conſequence from the Doctrine 


of Hereditary Right, plainly appears from the very 
Definition which condemns all Reſiſtance as abſo- 


jutely unlawful. 

If it be aſked, what Subjects wacſk do if wanted, 
oppreſſed, and tyrannized over, and this with Re- 
gard to their Minds, Bodies or Eſtates, Lives and 
Liberties, and perhaps all? The Anſwer is, they 
muſt yield a paſſive Obedience, that is, in other 
Words, they muſt nor, dare not, under Pain of 
Damnation, make uſe of the Means which God 
and Nature has put in their Power, to redreſs, pro- 
tect and defend themſelves: Can any Thing be 
plainer than that this Notion of Hereditary Right, 


* the 9 drawn from ir, deſtroys, _ 
| ts 


„ 
ſets aſide this greateſt and moſt obvious Law of 


Nature? 
Some of the Advocates for Facobitiſm, Anme 
of the Conſequences of this abſurd Doctrine, make 


2 Diſtinction here, and allow. that in Caſes of the 


utmoſt Extremity, Reſiſtance is lawful ; but that 
though Subjects may thus endeavour to bring their 
Sovereign to Reaſon, yet his Right muſt remain en- 
tire; they muſt reſtrain, but cannot ſet aſide. But 
when we look more narrowly into the Matter, 
the Conſequences, even upon this Conceſſion, tho 
more remote, will ſtill be the ſame. 

A Prince that once breaks in upon his Subjects 
Liberties, and is of a tyrannical Diſpoſition, eſpe- 
cially when actuated by a Perſuaſion, that his Sub- 
jects have no Rights but from Him, will ſcarce be 
reſtrained by any Laws; and though obliged for a 
while to conceal his Reſentmenis, will, upon the re- 
moval of fuch Force, return to his wonted Courſe; 
of this we have frequent undeniable NV borh | 
abroad and at home. | 

No I would aſk this Queſtion, Whether if ſack 
a King, after repeated Breach of Oaths, Obliga- 
tions, &c. and frequent Checks from his Subjects, 
ſhould prove incorrigible, and perſiſt in op 2 — 
Mankind, what is to be done? Are not 
flagrant repeated Attacks upon the Lives and * 
ties of Men, ſufficient to abſolve them from their 
Obligations of Subjection to him? According to 
Hereditary Right, they are not. Will they allow 
his Hands to be bound then, and his Power fet 
bounds to ? Yes, but his Right muſt remain entire: 
But this is either granting nothing at all, or grant- 
ing too much. If Reſiſtance be at all lawful, nor 
only the Actions of Violence may be thereby re- 
ſtrained, but that pretended Right whereby a Prince 
may chink himfelf authorized to commit them, 
1255 be ſet aſide, and 3 Otherwiſe, tho? 

one 
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1 Tyrant may, by the Reſiſtance of his Subjects, 
fail of accompliſhing his Deſigns to enſlave them; 


his. next Succeſſor, inveſted with the ſame Power, 
may attempt the ſame Thing, and in Spite of all 
Endeavours to the contrary, gain his Ends; and 
if one or two fail, as long as this Right is held to 


be immutable, it is ſtill in the Power of the Sove- 
reign to enſlave the Subject. 


On the other Hand, this Conceſſion is as good 
as giving up the Queſtion; for to allow Reſiſtance 
at all, and to deny that it extends to ſetting aſide 
the Right, as well as limiting the Power, is aver- 
ing what the Teachers of unlimited paſſive Obe- 
dience have branded as a Poſition traiterous and ſe- 


ditious, taking up Arms againſt the King's Perſon, 


to preſerve his Authority, as tending to the utter 
Overthrow of the Doctrine then eſtabliſhed. 

This implies no leſs than that if a Prince can be 
reſtrained by no other Means, he may entirely be 
deprived of his Power, and another govern in his 


Name, and that nothing is to be left to the King, 


t the. very Name and Shadow of Royalty, | a | 
bp but no Power, which in my Opinion is no 
leſs than a Contradiction: This is what the admir- 
able Shale ſpear makes a deprived Monarch empha- 


| ically call a King and no King. 


This was an Expedient propoſed ii in the Caſe of 


4 King James II. but rejected as inconſiſtent with 


the Safety of the People; and indeed this Conceſſion 
could not then be made, but with a captious Deſign 
to render all that the Nation had gone for their 


| ns of none Effect. 


In one Word, if we allow this Claim, ** deprive 


Mankind of the Power of reſiſting Injuries, we abro- 


gate this great Law of Nature, and make them. 
more wretched than Brutes. The moſt inconſidera- 
ble Animal is allowed to exert its Power for its 
own Defence, but Man muſt not. Ho abſurd and 

. 8 inconſiſtent 
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inconſiſtent to eſtabliſh a Right to deprive rea- 
ſonable Creatures of the Privilege of all other Ani- 
mals ! 

| Secondly, Mutual Juſtice, ded Offices of So- 
ciety, the indiſputable Right that every Man has 
from God and Nature to preſerve his Property, 
muſt all be ſet aſide and annulled, if the Claim of 
Hereditary Right be allowed. 
If the End of all Government be the Good of 
the Governed, and /alus Populi ſuprema Lex, it muſt 
follow, as a neceſſary Conſequence, that no Govern- 
ment can be without the Conſent of the People, and 
that there muſt be a real Contract, either tacit or 
expreſs'd, between the two Parties, the Governor and 
Governed, Sovereign and Subject: The Obliga- 
tion on the Part of the former is Protection, and of 
the latter Submiſſion ; and in the reciprocal fulfilling 
of theſe Engagements, conſiſts the N of 
Government as a Society. 

Whatever Ridicule the Term of Original Contract 
may meet with, nothing is plainer from the very 
Nature of Government; and as plain it is, that 
without a mutual Performance of the Offices of So- 
ciety, it cannot ſubſiſt, nay cannot Be, the very 
Name of Society implies it: Without mutual Ju- 
ſtice theſe Offices would ſoon be ſuperſeded; and 
unleſs Property be aſcertained and ſecured, the two 
former would be inſignificant: The Uſe then of 
Government, i is to enforce Laws made for the Se- 
curity of theſe fundamental Rights, but if the Claim 
of immutable Hereditary Right be eſtabliſned, the 
very Primary and moral Deſign of Government is 
inverted. 

If we allow chat no Invaſions of Property, no 
' Breach of that Original Contract that muſt ſubſiſt 
between Sovereign and Subject, no Infringment of 

the moſt obvious Laws of Juſtice and Humanity, 


or Neglect of the moſt neceſſary Offices of Benevo- 
| SY lence, 
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lence, can ever invalidate the Right of a Prince . to 
n others; is not this a plain Declaration that 
e moſt facred Rights of Mankind are nothing, 
and that they have no other Claims to them, but 
the good Will of a Tyrant whoſe Property they 


are? That Millions were created to feed the vora- 


cious Ambition of one? In one Word, that Juſtice, 
Goodneſs, and all divine and human 3 muſt be ſa» 
crificed to a Claim that has no Foundation? If there 
be, as certainly there muſt, mutual Duties in So- 
ciety, there muſt be reciprocal Engage ments be- 


tween the Prince and People; and he can lay no 
Claim to their Obedience, if he avowedly invade 


their Rights, and refuſe them the ſtipulated Duties 


of Protection, Ec. 


Here is a Caſe as plain as Words, or the Nature 
of Things can make it; Sovereign and Subject are 


Relatives, mutually bound to perform thoſe re- 


ſpective Parts of their Contract which the Laws al- 


e of which, 
' ſuch a Society mult be diſſolved. 


But this cannot be, if we admit Hereditary Right 


to be immutable; for firſt, this ſets the Sovereign 
above all Obligations to Society ; and to whom no- 


thing is given, from him nothing can be required. 
Such a Sovereign may, of his own Goodneſs, 
2 and defend his Subjects, but this he never 
ooks upon himſelf as bound to do. But, Secondly, 
If He be a Tyrant, there is no recourſe againſt 
his Tyranny; his Power is immediately from Hea- 
ven, and to God only he pretends to be accountable: 


Hie never can break the Laws, becauſe he looks 
upon himſelf as bound by none; and where there 
is no Law, there can be no Tranigreſſion. 


From all which it plainly appears that the moſt 
eſſential Laws of Nature, and Rights of Society, 
muſt all be ſet ade and aa if this Claim be 
SUR. | 

I ſhall 
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I ſhall now ſhew this pretended Right not only 
to have no Foundation in revealed Religion, but to 

be even contrary to it. 5 

It would far exceed the Bounds that I have in 

this Diſcourſe ſet to myſelf, ro conſider every one 

of theſe Texts of Scripture, which by the Advocates 
of theſe Doctrines, have been wreſted to ſerve their 

2 z and therefore it may be ſufficient to ob- 

ſer ve, that ſuch of theſe Texts as relate to the Zeros, 

can with no Shadow of Juſtice be applied to or 
binding upon other Nations; and in this J have the 

Authority of the Church, declaring that none of 

the political or ceremonial Part of the Moſaic Law, 

which was peculiarly adapted to the Jews, is obliga- 
tory on Chriſtians of any Nation, but only the Moral : 

And as for the Precepts of the New Teftament, it is 

plain they enjoin no particular Form of Govern- 

ment, but only Obedience to the Powers in Being; 
in all other reſpects Chriſtianity, as the learned Bi- 
ſhop Beveridge juſtly obſerves, leaves us where it 
found us, becauſe the Doctrines and Precepts of the 

Goſpel, are equally adapted to all Men under all 

Governments, ; | 

Neither can the Examples among the Jes, any 
more than their Precepts, be binding upon any other 

Community, But though we ſhould allow them 

ſuch, our Adverfaries can thereby reap little or no 

Advantage, for even in David's Poſterity they can 

never, without the moſt abſurd Reaſonings, eſta- 

bliſh any Thing like the Right they claim ; which 
will plainly appear from the following Obſervations. 

Firſt, Saul was choſen King, and had the moſt 
valid Title that poſſibly can be; the Choice of the 

People directed by God. But no ſooner did Saul 

abuſe and pervert his Power, than, by the ſame di- 

vine Appointment, he is ſet aſide, and all his Fa- 

mily, and David choſen in his Room. From which 
it is plain, F7/, That if no other Form than He- 
e 1 : 7 DR reditary 
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reditary Right had been agreeable to the Will of 


God, Saul and his Family could never have been 
ſer alide. God is a Being of unchangeable Con- 
ſtancy, and therefore it would be the moſt impious 
Contradiction to aſſert that he had ſettled an immu- 
table Right in any Prince or Princes, and yet al- 
low the divine Authority of theſe Records, which 


ſo plainly tell us that God transferred his Right from 


Saul to David. 

Secondly, It is plain lac though both theſe 
Princes were choſen of God, yet the Right of the 
People to confirm the Government to them, 1s very 
particularly taken Notice of by the ſacred Hiſtorians. 
Fhey aſſembled, caſt Lots, which was the Manner 
of chooſing, and then ſolemnly, in the eaſtern Dia- 
lect of long Live, or God fave the K IN G, pro- 


claimed Saul; and afterwards, by Samuel's Direc- 
tion, as ſolemnly confirmed their former Choice, 
though ſome ſeem to have diſſented. 


After Saul's Death, the Tribe of Judab ſolemnly 
aſſemble and anoint David for their King; and ſome 
time after, upon the failure of Saul's Iſſue, he is 
with the utmoſt Solemnity anointed and recognized 
as King of Vrael; from which Circumſtances, Com- 
mentators have with Juſtice confirmed the known 
Maxim, Vor Populi eff Vox Dei, the Voice or Choice 
of the People, is the Voice of God. 

Secondly, I obſerve from the Fewiſh Hiſtory, chat 
even in David's immediate Succeſſor, Hereditary 
Right according to Primogeniture was not ob- 
ſerved : For Solomon, though made King by the Ap- 

3 of David, directed by God, was but a 

er Brother, and Adonijab an elder, was re- 
though made King by a very powerful Party. 

1 I obſerve that in the Caſe of Rehoboam 
and Jeroboam, when the ten Tribes renounced their 
Allegiance to the Family of David, their Revolt is 


_ ag * * being branded with che Name of Re- 
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bellion by the inſpired Writer, that nothing is 
blamed but their forſaking the true Worſhip of God. 
Had the Hereditary Right of David's Houſe been 
a Thing in the Sight of God unalterable, this Sepa- 
ration would have been condemned, and their re- 
turning to their Allegiance enjoined : Inſtead of this, 
Jeroboam is honoured with the Title of King, as 
well as Reboboam, and the fame divine Protection 
which attended David, is promiſed to him, upon his 
purſuing the ſame Conduct. | 

Laſtly, I obſerve, that our bleſſed Saviour, tho? i. 

neally deſcended from David, and therefore, accord ing 
to Hereditary Right-Men, only true and right Heir 
to the regal Government of the. Jews, yet never 
once aſſerts his Claim: but, on the contrary, when 
preſſed to it by his Diſciples and others, and favoured, 
' humanly ſpeaking, with the moſt favourable Oppor- 
tunity; a great Jewiſo Prince being then expected 
both by the Jews, and other Nations; he abſolutely 
declined it, and owned Submiſſion to the Roman 
Government, by paying them Tribute, and enjoin- 
ing the ſame to others. But had Hereditary Right 
been eſtabliſhed as a divine immutable Law, the 
great Teacher of Mankind muſt have been the great 
Example, and, in Virtue of this Right, an Try 
Kin 

Ir; is well. known that the Romans had no other 
Claim to the Civil Obedience of the Fe, but by 
Conqueſt, the worſt and moſt diſputable of Titles; 
and yet the great Teacher of the World never 
ſpeaks 1 it, but by Example and Precept 
pays thereto Submiſſion, | _ 

I cannot leave this Head without entering; my 
Caveat againſt two Objections that may be made to 
this Part of my Diſcourſe. And Firſt, I am not 
hereby liable to anſwer all thoſe Difficulties: that 
may be ſtarted againſt my Arguments from Scrip- 
8 by Deiſts and. others who deny the divine 
| OY 


— 


„ 
r thereof, becauſe I have ſu ppoſed my Ad- 
verlaries to grant this, and have argued from that 
. Suppoſition. 

5 Secondly, Neither do 1 quote theſe Examples of 
the Fewiſh Government in order to apply them to 
ours, or that of any other Nation, but merely to 
ſhew how little ground the Aſſertors of Hereditary 
I Have from the ſacred Story. 

T ſhall proceed to ſnew that this ſpurious Claim, 
as it has no Foundation in Scripture, is likewiſe 
highly injurious to the Wiſdom, Juſtice and Good- 

neſs of God. 
To ſuppoſe that an infinitely wiſc Being, whoſe 
- Wiſdom is fully as conſpicuous in the Government 
of the World, as in the Production of it, has given 
_ up the Lives, Liberties, and all other the moſt ſa- 
cred Rights of his reaſonable Creatures, for the 
mere Gratification of the Ambition, Pride, and 
Avarice of a Few, is to accuſe him of ſuch Folly, 
ſuch abſurd Folly, as to allow, throws a Diſgrace 
even upon human Prudence. God hath declared 
that Man can never pleaſe him, but by a ſtrict Ad- 
| erence to Juſtice, Mercy, and all other ſocial Vir- 
tues; ſhall any one then dare to affirm that the di- 
vine Wifdom can ever be reconciled to a Claim, the 
admitting of which in its utmoſt Latitude, muſt, of 
neceſſity, ſet aſide all Obligation to the performance 
of theſe Duties upon the Part of the Prince? 
Wiſdom, to reaſonable Minds, appears in chooſ- 
16 what is meet; and we admire this glorious At- 
tribute in the Deity, as purſuing the moſt worthy 
and exalted Purpoſes by ſuitable Means : The moral 
Sovernment of the World is worthy of God him- 
ſelf, and the greateſt Pitch. of human Wiſdom is 
ible, the divine Plan in 


to follow, as nearly as poſſi 
the Regulation and OEconomy of Society and Go- 
vernment. This is in other Words t6 maintain a- 
mong * the uninturrupted Exerciſe T thoſe 
irtues 


3 ; 
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Vioirtues and ſocial Obligations upon which the Hap- 
pineſs of the moral World depends. What then can 
be more derogatory to divine Wiſdom, than to admit, 
as an indiſputable Principle, a Right which treats 
all theſe ſacred Obligations of Soctety, all Imitation 
of divine Wiſdom in the Government of Mankind, 
as Inſtances of Folly, as Principles chimerical and 
abſurd, nay, rebellious and ſeditious? 

Secondly, To admit the Claim of iche e He- 
reditary Right, deſtroys the Juſtice of God in his 
Government of Mankind: Divine Juſtice conſidered 
in this Light, may be thus defined: A fixed and im- 
impartial "Regard to, and Approbation of all the 
fundamental Rights of Mankind, and all. thoſe ſo- 
_ cial Obligations upon which Jul Government muſt 
be founded. 

1 muſt obſerve, that as I am not here ſpeaking of 
the Juſtice of God in Matters. of Salyation, we can 
conceive no other Idea of it, as it regards Society, 
and God's Government of the World, than what 
is contained in the above Definition; which is the 
ſame as to ſay, that divine Juſtice conſiſts in render- 
ing to every Man, and conſequently to Societies of 
Men, according to their Due. 

This is plain from the Scriptures recommending 
Juſtice to Men from this very Conſideration ; we are 
required to do Juſtice, and love Mercy ; to do 
to others as we would have them do to us; to ren- 
der to all Men their due: And to perſuade us 
to imitate. this divine Perfection of Juſtice,, we 
are told that God is no Reſpecter of Perſons, and. 
that according to our Behaviour, as Members of 

Society, we ſhall be rewarded or puniſhed by un- 

erring Juſhce at. laſt, It is juſtly obſerved, by an 
eminent Author, that we can form no Idea of any 
of the divine Perfections, but by annexing that of 
Infinity to the Conceptions we form of the Perfec- 
ridns in a human Soul. 

. What 
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What better, or more agreeable Perception can 


there be of divine Juſtice in Regard to Men, than 


to confider it as a fixed and immutable Regard to, 
aud Approbation of theſe eternal and unalterable 


Laws of Right and Equity, by which he has ſo ſo- 


lemnly declared that he governs, and will at laſt 
judge the World ? | 

In the Sight of God Men are only valuable for 
their Virtues, and for their Reſemblance to him ; 
and the greateſt King or Prince upon Earth can 
have here no Preference, unleſs by a Superiority of 
Goodneſs (this Conſideration abates nothing of his 
Preeminence with regard to Society :) And to o be ſure 
the moſt divine Right that any Monarch can have, 
is that of preſerving the juſt and unalterable Privi- 
leges of Society. And therefore to ſay, that a God 
of inflexible Juſtice and Equity, who beholds all 
Nature, and particularly all his reaſonable Creatures, 
with an equal Eye, would ever have, by any immu- 
table Law, given up Millions of theſe to be the 
Victims of Pride, Ambition, Cruelty and Avarice, 


Qualities to which he muſt have an utter Abhor- 


rence, is to repreſent him as a Being, the moſt ar- 
bitrary and unjuſt, as the declared Enemy, inſtead 


of the juſt Protector of Mankind. | 
Shall-not the Judge of the whole Earth do right a= 


Can ever the Fountain of eternal Juſtice eſtabliſh 
Injuſtice as a Law? But this he muſt do, if we grant 
a divine Right to Tyrants to harraſs and deſtroy 
Mankind, and extend the Claim by an immutable: 
and unalterable Succeſſion. Is not this to make God 
the Author of the greateſt Evil? To charge him, 
in fact, with the moſt deteſtable Breach of that. 


_ eternal Tuſtice which is inſeparable from his Nature ? 


And of ſuch. a ſhameful Partiality to a few of the 
moſt worthleſs too, as would be a groſs Reflection 


even on che Juſtice of a Wr and is in reality, 


the 
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Shs mat unamiable Picture that could be drawn of 


| Injuſtice itſelf ? 
How emphatically as well as van does che Poct 


* this, 


TV enormous Faith 7 Many made for One? 
| Pop E's Eſſay. 


Third! , To grant this Ciaim in its full Extent, is 
_ contradictory to the Goodneſs and Mercy of God, 
as well as to his Wiſdom and Juſtice, 

We are told that this Goodneſs extends to all, 
and that God's tender Mercies are over all his other 
Works. This is the moſt amiable Light in which 
we can view the divine Being, namely, in taking 
delight, in being pleaſed and fatisfied with the Ma- 
nifeſtations of his exuberant Bounty to all his Crea- 
tures, This was his only Motive in 'giving them 
Being, that he might therewith impart Happineſs 
to them ; and now can this gracious, this bene- 
volent, this beneficent Father of All, ever delight 
in the Miſery of any Thing that be hath made? 
Surely no, 

His Goodneſs is in no one Inſtance more remark- 
able than in the moral Government of the World; 
theſe Laws of Nature by him implanted in the hu- 
man Soul, if attended to and followed, are ſufficient 
to aſcertain at leaſt the Happineſs of Men as ſociable 
Creatures, Ought not then every Opinion and Prin- 
ciple that repreſents God as a cruel arbitrary Being, 
to be exploded with the utmoſt Deteſtation of rea- 
ſonable Minds? 

But the impious Claim of Hereditary ;ndefoalible | 
Right of Princes, brings in the God of Mercy and 
; Goodneſs, as Regardleſs of human Miſery, as de- 
livering up in the moſt cruel and arbitrary Manner, 
his reaſonable innocent Creatures, as Lambs to 


os * z nay, as approving, by an expreſs 2 
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ck a Right in Tyrants to make Hayoek of their 


Species. 0” 
Is this an Idea agreeable t to the ſupreme Being, as 
the Fountain of Goodneſs and Benevolence? Is "this ; 


_ conſiſtent with the Character ofa God of Mercy, who- 


Delights in doing good ? Or is not this the moſt 
adequate Repreſentation that can be made of that 
miſerable and malicious Being, WO, as he is ſo 
himſelf irrecoverably, takes Delight in ſeeing, if poſ- 
ſible, the whole Creation as, miferable as himſelf? 
And thus I have finiſhed my Argument, and I 
hope plainly proved, that Hereditary Right, taken in 
the Senſe of Fe Facobites, has no Foundation either 
as a Fo of Wie or moral Obligation, nor from 
ee Religion, but is inconſiſtent with' the fun- 
oe Wie Rights of Society, and highly injurious to 
iſdom, Juſtice and Goodneſs of God, 
It remains to Lune upon ſuch Conſequences as 
be fairly drawn from the Principles laid down, 
01 applicable to the Britin Conſtitution, ane” our 
preſent Eſtablihment. | 
And the firſt, Thing that naturally offers to our 
Thoughts, is this Queſtion, Whether upon theſe 
Principles the People of theſe Nations ſtand juſtified 
m Regard to the Revolution, and their Behaviour | 
to 175 James II. at that Juncture , 
niwer, They are fully juſtified upon the Prin- 
cip les Ht down and | proved. To ilhuftrate rhis, T 


| ſhall t jake the following Obſervations. 


Fit, That Prince broke the Original Contra, ; 
chat muſt fabfiſt between à King and his Subjects, by 
endeavouring (and perſiſting in an avowed Deſign) 
to deſtroy their natural and conſtitutional Rights 
and Privileges. both religious and civil, and upon 
their Ruins to erect An, abfalure and depot Go- 
vernment,. * 

_ As the Term O in Cab has been treated 
a5 4 * ſome, and as a — „ = 

wit 
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with monarchial Government by others; to avoid 


all cavilliog about a Term, I aſk if the Friends- f 


King James allow that he took the Coronation 
Oatß This cannot be denied. Did he not then 


bind himſelf, by this Oath, to defend and preſerve 


inviolable, as far as in hing lay, all the Rights and 
Privileges of the Nation, both Religious and Civil? 
Here is the King's Part of the Co ict, as Puffen- 
dorf phraſes it; and are not the Oat of Allegiance 


and Supremacy the Engagements on the Part of 


the Subject? Is there not here a plain Covenant or 
Agreement, two ſtipulating Parties, Sovereign and 
Subject? The former moſt ſolemnly promiſes Pro- 
tection and Defence; the latter, in Conſequence of 
of this, Obedience and Submiſſion. It only now re- 
mains to prove, that King James broke this Agree- 
ment, or, in other Words, violated his Coronation 
Oath : For if he did, his Subjects were no longer 
bound to obey hitn, onleſs we grant, what has been 
proved impoſlible and abſurd, a Right to enjoin 
Things tending to their Deſtruction, and they 
ae * #8 * 2 — of this, i not to obey, yet to 


"BG Qrengihen this Argument! in door of the Na- 
tion at that Time, it muſt de obſerved, that this 
Prince not only formed evil Deſigns againſt his Sub- 


jects, but after repeated Admonitions, and the 


humbleſt and moſt loyal Repreſentations that he 


would deſiſt; he perſiſted to the laſt in his firſt Re- 


ſolution, an 55 Conduct plainly ſhewed, that 
he never — hy to give theMaron wy reaſonable 
Security or Satisfaction. 
For the Truth of this, I might er to the Senſe 
of the Nation at that Time, and the famous Vote 
ed by their Repreſentatives aſſembled, wherein 
is exprefsly declared, in what Inſtances the King had 
broke the fundamental Laws of the Kingdom, for 
1 reaſons" he is ſolemnly * declated eh 
* | oldin 
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Holding the Crown and Government of theſe Realms, 


and — ſame ſettled upon the next Heirs, as if he 


had been dead. And this Proceeding is grounded 
not only upon his former Infringment of the Sub- 
jects Rights, but upon his refuſing to alter his Con- 


duct, and thereupon abandoning the Kingdom. 
A Short View of ſome Parts of this Prince's 


- Reign, will put this Matter beyond Diſpute. 


Firft, His aboliſhing the Privileges of Corpora- 
tions, by revoking their Charters, is an andatible 
Proof of his Defigns upon civil-Liberty. 

By this Means he would in a little Time have had 
it in his Power, ſo far to have influenced the Parlia- 
mentary Elections, and all other public and judicial 


Proceedings, as to. have had them entirely at his 


Devotion, and ſo fit Inſtruments to propagate the 
arbitrary Power he ſo earneſtly graſped after. 

Now if the Charters of Corporations be juſtly 
eſteemed a valuable Branch of the Britiſh- Liberty, 
did not King James break his Coronation Oath in 
taking theſe away ss? 

Secondly, His ſetting up an Eecleſſaſtical . 
and inveſting it with ſuch a boundleſs Authority, 
was a plain Indication of this Prince's Defigns to 
change the eſtabliſhed Religion; and the Praceed- 
ings of this. Court confirm this beyond Contra- 
diction. : No Writings of Controverſy, or at leaſt a- 


gainſt Popery, were allowed; nor any Preacher 


ſuffered to expoſe its Errors from the Pulpit; and if 
any dared to difobey, he pay'd ſeverely for his Con- 


camacy_; In the mean while, the Nation {warm'd 


with Prieſts, Jeſuits and their Writings. The Caſe 


of the Biſhop of London and Dr. Sarge” are too well 


known to be here inſertddt. 
It would be too tedious to W thei iner, 
ble Inſtances, which this biggoted infatuated Prince 
ſhewed of his violent Attachment to his Religion 
** 3 to the Biſhops, the Univerſities, ag 


thoſe 


1 


thoſe of the Clergy who did not favour his Deſigns, 


are plain Proofs, that it was not the Want of Will, 
but of Power, that hind-red him from eſtabliſhing 
the Popiſh, upon the Ruins of the Proteſtant Reli- 
ion. His granting an unlimited Toleration has 
n pleaded by his Friends as an Inſtance of his 
Elkin in Matters of Religion. But this was an 
Artifice too groſs to paſs upon any Party of Pro- 
teſtants, either Churchmen or Diſſenters, even at 
that Time; it was quickly ſeen, that the plain In- 
tention was by. Degrees to eſtabliſh the Credit of Po- 
pery, by gaining a Number of Proſelytes; this was 
to be done, by not only openly: tolerating it, but 
by careſſing its Adherents, and ſo by little and little 
to pave the Way, till ſuch Time as Matters were 
ripe to force it down the Nation's Throats by n 

and Sword. 


To deny 8 were King James 8 Deſigns, 


is, in my Opinion, to deny that it is Day-Light 
when the Sun ſhines ; and as we can have no other 

rational Way to judge of the Intentions of Men, but 
by the general — of their Actions, it is impoſ- 
ſible to account for the Moti ves that could influence 
that Prince to act as he did, eſpecially as he knew 
| by Experience, how averſe the Nation was to that 


Religion which he deſired ſo much to have efta- 


bliſned. 
To this might be added, his conferring Places of 


and Military, upon Perſons either notorious Papiſts, 
or vehemently ſuſpected of being ſuch. 
This was the moſt flagrant and avowed Breach of 


and left no longer room to doubt of the King De- 
ſigns upon our religious Privileges. 


dem. is an undeniable Proof of his ſettled Deſign 
to 


Truſt and Profit, and theſe | Eccleſiaſtical, Civil, 


the Laws made to ſecure the -Proteſtant Religion, 


- Thirdly, The Power aſſumed by this Prince of a. 3 
penſing with the Laws, and declaring himſelf above 


— — A — — 
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ts introduce and eſtabliſh an unlimited and arbitrary 
| Gn over a free People. 
Every Step of his Proceedings evidently pointed 
at this: To mention all the Inſtances, would be no 
lefs a Taſk than tranſcribing his whole Reign, or 
at leaſt the moſt material Tranſactions thereof. His 
levying Money without Conſent of Parliament; his 
| railing-an Army, and modelling it according to his 
ſole Pleaſure; his impriſoning Men upon the 
llighteſt Pretences, and denying them the great 
Privilege of Engliſnmen; namely, admittance to 
Bail, but upon Terms extreamly hard, and many 
e. impoſſible; in a Word, his influencing the 
Adminiſtration of Juftice in ſuch a Manner, as ren- 
| dered the Judges merely his Creatures, and their 
Determinations his and his Council's Dictates, are 
ſuch glaring Inſtances of his Deſigns and Inclina- 
tions, that he that runs may read them; and to 
deny them, argues either the groſſeſt Ignorance, « or 
the moſt invincible Partiality. 
- Secondly, I muſt obſerve, that King Fames not 
only violated his Coronation Oath, as we have ſeen, 


but alſodeſerted the Government, and thereby left 


the Nation at Liberty to preclude him from ever re 
ſuming it. 
Ixnow the Facobites deny that ever King James, 
voluntarily deſerted the Kingdom, but was forced 
to fly, in order to ſecure his Perſon from the Prince 
of Grange, who, ſay they, had a Baan both upon 
his Life and Crown. 
Bat I am very well perſuaded, that they who 
make this Objection, do it rather to excuſe King 
© James, than that they believe there is any Truth in 
it. I Hall take Notice of ſome Circumſtances which 
demonſtratively ſhew that the King's leaving the 
ere, at that 5 1 772115 was not Force, but ___ 
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 Firft, The King was ſofficiently. convinced of the 
1 — of the Nation in general, and that they 
wanted nothing more tlian a reaſonable Security for 
their religious and civil Liberties; of this no- body 
can doubt, who conſiders with what Unanimity the 
whole Body of the People appeared gene the Re- 
bellion of the Duke of Monmouth, 


. Secondly, Even after the Arrival of the Prices gf - 


Orange, and the falling off of the beſt Part of the 
Nation from Kin g James, no Violence was uſed 
either to the King, or any of his Adherents; that 
this is true, I appeal to the Hiſtory of the Times. 
JThiraly, No further or greater Demands were 
made upon the King, after the Priace of Orange's 
landing, than had been by the Parliament before; 
the calling of a free Parliament; the ſecuring, by 
wholeſome Laws, the Religion and Liberties of the 
Subject; and all this done in ſuch a Manner as 
might have freed the Nation from ſuch Fears for 
the future. 
Fourtbhy, The be of this greateſt Part of 
the Nation, upon the King's Return to his Palace, 


after he had been perſuaded to drop his Intentions 


of deſerting the Kingdom; undeniably demonſtrates 
that the King was under no Neceſſity of leaving the 
Kingdom, ſince it plainly appeared, that the whole 
Nation wiſhed for nothing more ardently than to 
have ſeen the King enjoying his juſt Righes, and the 
Kingdom ſettled. 
Fifthly, The Conduct of the. Prince of Gor 
was ſuch, that the King was under no Reſtraint, 
buc only in purſuing his former unwarrantable 


- Meaſures ; and nobody then doubted, but upon the 


Settlement of Affairs, the Prince, as he declared, 

would have withdrawn. 

The Liberty the King had, is 5 685 his 

withdrawing and returning at Pleaſure; the only 

1 Fretenſion of Force, is _ being _—_— to 8 
| rom 
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from IVhitehail; but this can be of no 9980 Weight 
if it Wen eren that he was allowed to go to any 
other Place of the Kingdom, and that the Security 

of the Nation, from the violent Meaſures of thoſe 
that ſwayed the King, rendered that Step abſolutely 
neceſſary: And further, I believe that none can 
deny, but if the Prince of Orange had had a Deſign 
to ſeize the King's Perſon, there were frequent Op- 


rtunities. 
| Sivthly, The Manner of the King's leaving the 


— plainly ſhews that it was his free Choice. 


He fled without being purſued; without making 
any Proviſion for the Government in his Abſence; 


he violated, by his Flight, his ſolemn Promiſe to 


call a free Parliament. His ordering the Army to 
be diſbanded, and the Writs to be bürgt, by which 
the Parliament was to have been called; and throw- 
ing the great Seal of the Kingdom into the Thames, 
all plainly: ſhew that the Deſertion was voluntary, 
and that the Deſign thereof, was to throw the Na- 
tion into» Confuſion, and then W in a e 


| Force to ſubdug them. 


If the End of all Government be the Goad of 
the Governed, it muſt follow that when a Nation 
is thus left in the Condition of Nature, without any 
Government, they have a Liberty to choofe what 


Form they pleaſe, or to ſettle the ancient Form 


with what new Regulations they think fit. This 
is the Opinion of the moſt eminent Caſuiſts, who 


unanimouſly deelare, that in this Caſe, the Govern- 


ment reverts to the People; and who, without de- 
ſtroying the fundamental Rights of Mankind, can 
accuſe the Britiſh Nation of Injuſtice, in ſettling the 
Government in ſuch a Manner as they Judged 


mad convenient for their future Security ? 


Every diſcerning Man plainly ſaw that their All 
was at Stake 3 their Religion eſtablithed by the Blood 


9 their pu and * * and now con- 


lit tinued 


ES 
-*tinued for near two hundred Years in its primitive 
- Purity, was in Danger, the moſt eminent Danger 


af being eradicated, and in its Place the Yoke of 


Romiſh Tyranny and Superſtition re-eſtabliſhed, 
which neither their Fathers or they were able to 

bear. Their ineſtimable Liberties and Privileges, 
which had coft . their Anceſtors Millions of Blood 
and Treaſure to obtain and confirm; and thoſe ex- 
cellent Laws, by means of which the Nation had 
enjoyed ſuch Happineſs, were all ready to be torn 
from them, and Tyranny, Arbitrary Power, and 
all their dreadful Concomitants, to uſurp their Place. 

| What was now to be done? Were all theſe to 
be given up to the capricious Right of an infatuated, 
miſguided and bigotted Prince, becauſe, in his 
own Opinion, his Right was unalterable ? His 
| Right to govern according to Law, was never que- 

ſtioned; but muſt this Right be extended to the en- 

ſlaving and deſtroying his Subjects? Surely no: 

Self- Defence and Preſervation, the preſerving, the 
Conſtitution of the Nation, the Laws and Liberties 
of a free and independent People, were ſufficient 
Grounds for the Subjects to withſtand his Attempts, 
arid endeavour to bring even their King to reaſon. 
But this, ſay his Friends, ought to have been 
done by gentle Means, by Addreſſes, Repreſenta- 
tions, and humble Advice. And has it not been 
ſhewn that this was the very Means uſed, but with- 
out Effect; for rather than not reign abſolute, he 
would not reign all all : His inflexible Obſtinacy, as 
we have ſeen, was the only Hindrance to a perfect 
Reconciliation.”  _ "5; e 
Io conclude this Part of my Diſcourſe, if there 
is any ſuch Fhing as acting upon the Principles of 
Self- Preſervation; any ſuch Thing as Rights of 
Society any ſuch Thing as human Liberty: If to 
preſerve the Conſtitution of a Nation and Govern- 
ment, the invaluable Bleſſings of religious and civil 
| E 2 | Liberty 
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15 Liberty from being deſtroyed, can juſtify this Na- 


tion, they are fully juſtified as * as Free Bri- 


tons and as Chriſtians. 


I ſhall only add, that as our "ale tf is a li- 


0 mited Monarchy, King James's Pretentions to di- 


vine Hereditary. Right, muſt be inconſiſtent with 


the Nature of this free Government. 


The next Conſequence from the Principles laid 


down, is, that his preſent Majeſty King George II. 


has an undoubted Right and Title to the Crown 


and ſupreme Government of theſe Kingdoms. Tho? 


this be inſeparable from Revolution Principles,which 
I have ſhewed to be agreeable to Reaſon and Juſtice, 
yet a few corroborative Conſiderations may, I hope, 


ſtill add Weight to this great and grateful eee 


Truth. 


Firſt, His preſent Majeſty is in reality the next 


Heir in a lineal Deſcent, qualified to poſſeſs this Go- 
_ vernment, and fill the Britiſh Throne. 


As our Monarchy is limited, ſo muſt the Suc- 
ceſſon be; as we are a free People by our Conſti- 


tution, tis abſurd and impoſſible to ſuppoſe that the 


Nation will ever ſettle the Government in ſuch a 
Manner, as to ſacrifice to that Settlement, their 


Privileges, Liberties, and the very Soul of their 


Conſtitution. 
But this muſt have been the Caſe before now, FP 
the Nation had admitted the Claim of King James 


the Second, or if his Deſcendants, ſuppoſing them 
to be really ſuch ; whereas, by the preſent Eſtabliſh- 
went, theſe are ſecured in the moſt ample Manner : 


It would require a ſeparate Treatiſe to ſhew in how 


many Reſpects the Pretender and his Family are 
_ utterly incapable of, and unqualified for the Govern- 
ment of this free Nation: : Let this one Reaſon ſuf- 


fice here; the Adherents of the Pretender own that 


his Deſign was to bring back Things to the State 
* vere in helgre- the Revolution, If then, the 


Baſis 


129 


Baſis of Britiſh Liberty, as we have ſeen, be fixed 
upon Revolution Principles; theſe deſtroyed, leaves 


the Nation in that cruel State of ncertainty in which 
the then was, and expoſed to the Reſentment of her 
moſt implacable Enemies, liable and obnoxious to 
the Loſs of her religious and civil Liberties, which 
for the very Reaſon mentioned, none but his preſent 
Majeſty and Royal Deſcendants can ſecure to us. 


I ſhould have enlarged upon this Part of my Sub- 


ject, but when I had gone thus far, I happened to 
meet with a Pamphlet entituled, A Vindication 

His Majeſty's Title lo the Crown, which I look upon 
as a Maſter-piece in its kind; the Reaſoning is clear 
and candid, the Arguments ſtrong, and repreſented 
in the beſt Light, and in my Opinion unanſwerable. 


I take take this Opportunity publickly to thank 
the reverend and learned Author, for his laudable 


Endeavours to promote: the Sentiments of Truth 
and Loyalty. - 

I Nha but juſt name ſome other Conſiderations, 
_ referring my Readers, for farther Satisfaction, to 
the Treatiſe uſt mentioned. 

His Majeſty's Title to the Crown appears yet 
ſtronger, by his and his Royal Father's peaceably en- 
Joying it for upwards of Thirty Years. 

Though ſome may ridicule this Argument as 


groundleſs, yet when further conſidered, it appears 


a very ſtrong one; Poſſeſſion, eaceable Poffeſſion 
for ſuch a long Time, may juſtly claim a Right by 
Preſcription: This is not my ſingular Opinion, but 


ſupported by the Teſtimony and Conſent of the beſt 


Caſuiſts, and moſt learned Men in the World. 


Among others, I cannot omit the Teſtimony of 


a learned and worthy Roman Catholick, Mr 7 Bo- 


mas White, of Hutton in Eſſex, a ſecular Prieſt, 


who in 1658, publiſhed a ſmall Treatiſe entituled, 

Of the Grounds of Obedience and Government, in Page 
13 2 of is the following remarkable Pallge: : 
| "Is 


38] 


© © Tt cannot be rational for a diſpoſſeſſed Governor to 


be reſtored with Hazard, unleſs the ſucceeding 
Government be pure Tyranny, and ſo the diſ- 
© polieſs'd Perſon neceſſary for the Quiet of the 
«: Common- Wealth* _ © RR; 

And I would here aſk the Jacobites this Que- 
ſtion, In how many Years does a new Poſſeſſor, 
and his Deſcendants, acquire a lawful Title? 


If the Anſwer be, Never. I aſk again, Suppoſe a a 


Nation, either by Conqueſt or Conſent changes. a 


Government and Succeſſion perhaps of 500 Years 
ſanding, the lineal Deſcent all chat Time purely 


preſerved; and ſuppoſe further, that the new Prince 


and his Succeſſors continue in P offeflion: for 30, 60, 


or 100 Years, in which of the Families does the di- 
vine Indefeaſible Right remain, ſuppoſing the De- 
ſcendants of the firſt Prince ſtill alive in Being? 
If they anſwer, In the firſt, they bring themſelves 
into an inextricable Difficulty, which in ſhort is this, 
That it will be impoſſible, if this be admitted, to aſ- 
certain any Prince's Right to a Government, becauſe 
there is no Nation in the World almoſt, in which 
there has not been Inſtances of Government tranſ- 
ferred from one Family to another, or from one 
Branch to another of the ſame Family. In which 


of the antient Kings of Rome, for moſt of them 
were of different Families, was this romantick 


Right? When the A Hrian Monarchy was changed 
into that of the Medes, and that again into the Per- 
fan, by Cyrus, while his Grand-father was yet a- 
live, where did this Right reſt, in how many 


Years did each of thoſe Succeſſions become a law- 


ful Government? Or did they ever do ſo? To come 
nearer home, among the Savon Heptarchy, Which 
King inherited the Right? If it was in every one, 
where was it, or whither did it go, when ſeveral 
Kingdoms, ſome by Conqueſt, and ſome otherwiſe, 
were formed into one? In which of the ſeveral 
iS Races, 
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Races, Saxons. Danes, Normans, or Saxons reſtored, 


did this Right remain? If they anſwer, The Saxons 
only, They never can get over this Difficulty : Sup- 
poſing the Norman Line to have continued down to 
latter Ages, would their Government ſtill been 
Uſurpation? Were they not recognized by the Na- 
tion as rightful Kings, and juſtly too, ſeeing their Go- 
vernment continued for ſuch a long Series of Years. 
It would be endleſs to enumerate the many Ab- 
ſardities that ariſe from denying that a long Series of 
Years can never make a Government lawful, tho* at 
firſt obtained even by Conqueſt. But our Sovercign' 8 
Title appears farther inconteſtable, from the Manner 
ot the Aeceſſion of the preſent Family to the Throne. 
This was not by Conqueſt, nor by Treachery, not 
Surpriſe; the Nation, by repeated Acts of Parlia- 
ment, had ſettled the Crown in the Houſe of Hano- 
ver, as the next Heirs in the Proteſtant Line. Where 
ſhall we find a Title more valid? Here we ſee a li- 
neal Deſcent, the Conſent and Approbation of the 
People ſolemnly confirmed, and an uninterrupted: 
Poſſeſſion for a Series of Years, ſufficient to legiti- 


mate a far more remote Claim. 


The laſt, and ſtrongeſt Conſideration ] ſhall men- 
tion upon this Head, is the Happineſs we have en- 


- oyed under our preſent Sovereign, and his Royal 


Father, in the full and free Enjoy ment of the in- 


valuable Privileges of free Britons. 


This is an Argument drawn from Exxoerletics: 
and therefore outht to have the more Force. Well 
might his Majeſty i in his Speech to the Parliament 
ſay, that not one of his Enemies could mention one 
Inſtance in which he ever violated the Laws of the 
Land, or injured the Property of the meaneſt Subjptt. 
The next and laſt Uſe to be made of this Subject, 
will be to repreſent a few of the Conſequences that 
would probably, nay infallibly, have attended the 
mae the late unnatural Rebellion. hk 5 

e 


Crown, by purſuing ſuch violent Meaſures; 1 
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The Author abovementioned, has ſet before our 
| Eyes, the Danger that Religion would have been 
in, in very lively Colours, and therefore I ſhall not 
touch upon it, eſpecially ſince there are extant abun- 
dance of Sermons and other Tracts, by the beſt 
Hands in the Nation, upon that Subject. 

The Loſs of our Liberties muſt of Neceſſity have 
followed the Downfal of the preſent Government, 
and that for theſe Reaſons, : 
- Firſt, The bringing back Things to the State 
| "they were in before che Revolution, muſt have car- 
tried the new Governors farther ; for as in the Reigns 
of Charles II. and James II. the moſt valuable 
Branches of the Britiſh Liberty were in a very un- 
certain Condition, and as the Views of theſe two 
Princes, particularly the laſt, were viſibly directed 
towards Arbitrary Power, to which he believed him- 
ſelf to have an undoubted Right, who can doubt 
but that his (pretended) Deſcendants have ſtill the 
ſame Views, and would, was the Power in their 
Hands, infallibly put them in Execution ? | 
It is morally certain, that the Pretender and his 
Family have the ſame Sentiments of Government, 
as their (pretended) Anceſtors, which, to the Expe- 
rience of Britons, were found to be thoſe of divine, 
immutable, Hereditary Rigbt, and its natural Con- 
ſequent, abſolute and unlimited Authority. 
This was what coſt one King his Head, the next 
a long Train of Uneaſineſſes Jealouſies, and Suſpi- 
cions, and his Succeſſor the Crown and Govern- 
ment of the three Kingdoms, If any ſhould here 
object, that the Misfortunes of the Father have 
taught the Son Wiſdom, and that the Pretender 
would never again hazard the | Loſs of his 


anſwer, It is very unlikely if not impoſſible ; 


for who had more Experience than James the Se- 
cond © 2 Had he not before his ** the 5 


6 
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of a tos, whoſe Thirſt after abſolute Power, rais*d 


a Rebellion againſt him, and at laſt brought him to 


an untimely End, Had he not that of a continued 
Gies to the Meaſures of his Brother, and im- 
mediate Predeceſſor? and was he not fully ſenſibl 4 
of the mortal Averſion of the Nation to Popery, an 
Arbitrary Government, from the frequent Attempts 


made by Parliament, to exclude him, upon that Ac- 


count, from the Succeſſion? Here was Experience, 
dear bought Experience, but all to no Purpoſe : He 
was reſolute to purſue his old Maxims and Meaſures, 
and at laſt obliged the Nation to take the Govern- 
ment from him. Abd pray, what Security had 
this Nation, that the Son, allowing him to be ſo, 
would not have followed the Father's Steps? His 
very Claim to this Government, is a Denuaciation 
againſt our Liberties. 

Ye are, O Britons, &c. by an unalterable Right 
my Subjects, nay, Slaves: This Right ye can neither 
alienate, nor give awa) Receive me therefore to 
my juſt Poſſeſſion of you and all your Liberties, 
and I will graciouſly grant you back fuch a Share of 
them as I think fit; for of yourſelves, you have none, 
you are not your own, | but my Property. 

Can any Man in his Wits, once ſuppoſe that a 
Prince inſpired with theſe Maxims, would ever have 
been the Supporter of Liberty ? Bleſſed be God, we 
have, not made the Experiment! 

But Secondly, As the Pretender's Expedition was 
the Scheme af France, and as the Undertaking was 
chiefly - upheld by the Treaſure of that Nation, 
there was juſt Reaſon to fuſ; pect, that after the Con- 
queſt of theſe Kingdoms, he would only have been 
the Deputy of his > Gallick Majeſty 1971 the Conſe- 


7220 7 of this muſt haye been Frenc, 


N 
rench ſtanding Ar my, and Britain made a rovince 


of France. Then farewell for ever, to Exgliſb, to Bri- 
tif Liberty, to all our noble and invaluable! rivileges. 
M1 F 
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The very Thoughts of what maſt then have been 
our Caſe, muſt fill the Soul of every true Briton 
with Horror. The next bad Conſequence to Bri- 
tain, would have been in our National Intereſt ; our 
err muſt have ſunk with our Liberties, and 
we ſhould foon have been the pooreſt Nation upon 
Farth. Wharever the Enemies of the preſent Go- 
vernment may clamour againſt high Taxes, and the 


National Debt, it is evident to any one of common 


Senſe, that had we made an Exchange, we ſhould 


have made it infinitely for the worſe. For had the 
Natial Debt been cancelled, the Conſequences would 


have been, not only the entire Ruin of a great 
Part of the Nation whoſe Property it is, but the t- 
ter and irrecoverable Loſs of our Credit abroad, as 
ſome Part of the Debt is due to foreign Powers. 
Had this, Debt been preſerved, it muſt have been 


vaſtly, infinitely increaſed by the immenſe Sums 


due to France, Spain, and Rome, whoſe Demands 
may be gueſſed at, bur cannot be computed; not 
only the Maintenance of that Family for upwards of 
50 Yeats, but likewiſe the Charges of ſeveral Ex- 
peditions; and theſe are fuch Debts, as the Preten- 
der. would not only have been ſtrictly bound before- 
hand to pay, but alſo muſt have paid, upon the 
Principles of Honour and Gratitude, © 
And if fo, what muſt have been the State of this 
Nation? If, according to the 83 the Nation 
be already overloaded with this Burden, and ſinking 
under it, the muſt have foon ſank downright under 
an additional Load: Now, ſuppoſing the National 
Debt diſcharged, or cancelled, beſides the In- 
conveniencies of this juſt now mentioned, the Na- 
tion would only have exchanged one Burden for a. 
nother, A Lt for a Heavy, a ſupportable, and in 
Tithe curable Tnconvenience, for an inſupportable 
and! deſperate Woand. be 
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The Intereſt paid for the National Debt, is ſpent 
in the Nation; this new contracted Debt muſt 
have been all carried out of the Land; and if the 
French Trade only, in which we have ſomething for 


our Money, be reckoned one of our greateſt Na- 
tional Grievances, how muſt the Cale have been 
aggravated, when ſuch vaſt Sums would have gone 
out without any Proſpect of Return? . 
Add to this, That if the old Pretender never in- 
tended, as his Partizans gave out, to comie and re- 
ſide here, his Court muſt have been upheld in 
much greater Splendor than now, either in France 
or 1taly; and what an additional Charge this would 
have been is evident, as the ſame Revenues which 
are ſufficient to keep one Court, could not have 
been ſufficient for two. I 
* As for any Abatement in Taxes, who could 55 
ſonably expect it after the Account here given? 1 
no new ones had been raiſed, it is morally impoſſible 
that any old ones could, or would have been re- 
mitted; and if they had, Property would have been 
rendered precarious: And pray, which is moſt eligi- 
ble, to pay a Part of my Property towards the Sup- 
port of that Government which ſecures the reſt to 
me, or to pay no Taxes, but be at the Mercy of 
thoſe, who have it in their Power to ſtrip me of the 
whole ? | 
The laſt Conſequence I ſhall mention, is the Ruin 
of our Trade, which of Courſe muſt have followed 
the Change of Government. If it be aſked, How 
this could have been ? the Anſwer is eaſy; the 
French and Spaniards, as I have obſerved, laid the 
Scheme, ſupported the Expedition, and undoubtedly 
would have claimed an immediate Reimburſement 
of their Charges, or ſome proper Equivalents, till 
they could have been made. | | 
| We are likewiſe ſenſible, that our Succeſs in Trade 
and Navigation. within theſe few Years, has been 
as F 2 Matter 
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Matter of great Jealouſy and Uneaſineſs to them, bad 
that they want only. an Opportunity of cruſhing 
ſuch powerful Rivals as the Zugi;/þ have always been. 
This' was, for them, a lucky Hit: Had the Pre- 
tender ſucceeded, they would have been rewarded 
with our moſt valuable Settlements abroad, and 
perhaps ſome near Home. | 
Cape Breton, a Place of immenſe Value, and in- 
finite Conſequence to the French, if not to us, would 


have been given up again; and it is highly proba- 


ble, that it would not have been the only Conceſſion 
of this Kind: Several of our beſt Plantations lie 
contiguous to the French Settlements, and muſt 926 


ſhared the fame Fate with Cape Breton. 


 Portmahone and Gibraltar, would have been 
claimed by his Catholick Majeſty ; and if once give ny 
Aw tc Streigbis, Turkey, and Levant Trade, and 4 
valuable one too, muſt have been for ever after 
denied tp Britain. Theſe are but a few of the Loſſes 
our Trade muſt have met with; every Man of Senſe. 
may ſupply the reſt, by reaſonable and well founded 

Z2onjectures; 

Now, methinks, I hear ſome Jacobite making 
this Objeftion : How is it poſſible to ſuppoſe, that 
a Prince would, upon any Conditions, conſent to diſ- 
membring his Dominions ? 

1 ſhall anſwer this by a Simile uſed laſt Winter in 
my hearing, on the ſame Occaſion. ä 

Suppoſe a Fellow comes to à Council, and tells 
him he has a Pretence to a very good Ts - and 


| would handſomely reward any one that would get 


him into Poſſeſſion. The Council aſks for his 
Title; a ſham one is produced: His Reply is, it is 
ſtark naught'; but upon a valuable Conſideration, 
erhaps one Third of the, Whole, he will procure 
im the zeſt in Poſſeſſion. Whether or not, would 
35 Propoſal be embraced by the Client? At worſt, 


he muſt be a 5 Gainer by the Bargain. 1 


leave 
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leave the Application to every one to make for 
himſelf. | 
And now I ſhall finiſh this Treatiſe, wich a ſhort 
but ſerious Addreſs to Facobites of all Denomipations, 
And firſt to thoſe of the Romiſo Communion, 


Gentle, | 
Your ardent Wiſhes for your Friend's Succeſs in 
his late Undertaking, is in every Bodies Opinion, 
as well as your own, natural to you, and a reaſon- 
able Conſequence of your Principles, and therefore 
nobody was ſurprized at your Conduct at this Junc- 
ture; which you looked upon as the fitteſt Oppor- 
tunity to reſtore you to the free and open Exerciſe 
of your Religion, by Means of the ſecular Arm. 
To argue with you as the Enemies to the Reli- 
gion and Liberties of this Nation, would be to no 
urpoſe, as you own yourſelves to be ſo; but I ſhall. 
argue with you as reaſonable Men, and beg you to 
lay aſide for a few Minutes, Bigotry, and the F uy 
of your Zeal. | 
Is not the Whole greater than any Part, how con- 
ſiderable ſoever; and ought not the Safety of the 
Whole, to be preferred to that of a Part? If ſo, 
how unreaſonable to have ſacrificed to your Zeal for 
your Church, the Religion of a National Church, 
| beſides the tender Conſciences and Religious In- 
tereſts of Thouſands that diſſent, both from you and 
the eſtabliſhed Worſhip? 1 know you will here 
urge, that there is no Salvation out of your Com- 
munion; that in extirparting Hereſy, God is well 
| * But theſe Aſſertione, to a reaſonable Man, 
uſt appear full of Bigotry, Cruel „ and Impiety, 
F dy I pal you for * BY, r diveſted. « | F 
Conſider with yourſelves what Liberty, what Le- 
nity you have experienced under the preſent Govern- 
ment, even in Religious Matters, enough to ſatisfy 
every one as to nk own Conſcience ; will nothing 
ſatisſy 
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Gtisfy you? Not the Free, nay, I had almoſt ſaid, 
not the publick Exerciſe of your Worſhip, till ſuch 
Time as granting the ſame any. longer endangered 
the Government, Think for once with Impartiality, 
and then reſolve me this one Queſtion, Whether the 
Caſe of a Catholick (ſo you call yourſelves) in Talr, 
Spain, or France, where the leaſt Diſobedience to - 
your ſpiritual Guides would Subject you to Pe- 
nances, which here would be deemed Cruelty; the 
leaſt Freedom taken in ſpeaking of Religious Mat- 
ters, if not agreeable to your Ghoſtly Fathers, 
would ſend you to the Inquiſition, Gallies, &c. be 
in any Meaſure fo cligible as that of an Enęliſʒ 
Papiſt, who has the Liberty to think and ſpeak 
with what Freedom he pleaſes, without any Danger 
of ſuffering for it?: 3 
If you voluntarily give up this Liberty, even to 
your Guides here, I have no more to ſay, I pity your 
Infatuation. The Property and Civil Liberty of 
aà Roman Catholic in England, is ſecured to him in 
Common with his Fellow. Subjects, and therefore 
it appears by what I have ſaid above, that by a 
Change of Government, you could be no Gainers, 
but Laſers. This you muſt admit, if you grant 
that the Form of Government would have ſuffered 
an Alteration, Upon the whole, it appears, that 
except the malicious Satisfaction of ſeeing your Re- 
ligion propagated by Fire and Sword, you your- 
ſelves could not have received any Addition, either, 
of ſpiritual or temporal Happineſs, by. the Change, 
+ Now for our Proteſtant Jacobites. | We . 
'T own I'm at Lo in wht je 82 | 
myſelf to you, or to expreſs my Aſtoniſhment a 
your Biggotry to an Opinion that has ſo little Foun- 
dation, and is ſo oppoſite even to common Senſe, 
1 do not-revile you, I heardly pity you, I Mon 
neee * 18 
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T7 — nrY of his own ' Religion ? Allow impartial 


lowed the State of the Eng/zfb Church, or Prote- 
ſtant Religion, to continue as it is 

"Nay, it is morally impoſſible, that ever France, 
pain of Rome, would have granted him any A- 
ſtance, but by expreſs Stipulariony' in Favour uf 
the Popiſh Religion. He could never have been 
| ſetrtre in his Throne, às long as the Spirit of Pro- 
teſtantiſm was in the Nation: Popery and Slavery, 
all over Europe almoſt, go Hand in Hand; in this 
Nation they mult be inſeparable. Withont the Ex- 
ercife of Arbittaty Power, Popery would not be pro- 
pagated, nor could this Power be prolonged wich- 
out Awing the Spirits of Men, and binding their 
Conſciences, by Ecclefiaſtical Fulminations. Con- 
fider, If you plead Conſcience, chat his prefenr 
Majeſty, and his Royal Father, have allowed you a 
5th 3 Ws 
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very eg Liberty for a long Time; and I dare 


ſay, you yourſelves are ſenſible, that if you had not 
the firſt — Sword the againſt the Government, you 


| mi t have enjoyed that Liberty for Ages to come. 


"here is a third Sort of Jacobites, to whom I 
would addreſs myſelf, namely, ſuch of the noble 
Party of Free-Thinkers, as have liſted themſelves 
under the Pretender's Banner, who, of all Men alive, 


have thereby acted the moſt contradictory to their 


Prints Principles. 


go > ==. 5 
You value yourſelves, whether juſtly or not, upon 


the boaſted Privileges of Freedom in all your 


Ways, and are highly offended with any Man who 
dares to entrench upon. it. But how inconſiſtent 
with your Profeſſion has been your Practice? And 
how a have you ſacrificed the Freedom of 
Thought, to maintaining the moſt abſurd and il - 


founded Claim? 


You abſolutely reject the Chriſtian Religion, 400 
Scheme of huinan Redemption by a Saviour, as 
2 Fiction, a Piece of Prieſt-Craft, an Impoſition 


1 — Reaſon, and yet, you glibly ſwallow down 
e 


reditary Indefeaſible Right; and which is the 
greateſt Abſurdity, let unprejudiced Reaſon judge. 
wo Chriſtian Religion repreſents God: as a merciful 
eaſy to be entreated, and ready to forgive: 
— Claim of a divine, immutable Right in Ty- 
rants, as is already obſerved, brings in God as 
treating his reaſonable Creatures, not only with 
Diſreſpe&, but with the utmoſt Cruelty. 
You pretend to diſbelieve that ever God granted 
a Power to the moſt ert of Men, (to give the 
merciful Jeſus no hi gh er Title). to be exerted only 
for their Good and Happineſs, in numberleſs Inſtan- 
Ces, even relating to a preſent Life; and yet you ad» 


Ys: that the * God has 8 a Pover to the 


very 


